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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentableover Petty et al. (US 
Pat. 7,188,209 B2) in view of Bottom et al. ( US Pat. 7,339,786 B2).. 
In Claims 1, 11,21, Petty et al. discloses a server platform ( see fig. 1 , a multiserver 
system 100) comprising a plurality of blade servers 102, 104 and 106 (col. 8, lines 44-46; a first 
blade server and a second blade server) connected to an ethernet network 128, fibre channel 
network 130 and other networks such as infiniband network 132 ( see fig.l; col.9, lines 45-55& 
col. 10, lines 5-10). Each servers comprises a root complex 108 used as a transmitter to send data 
to other servers through networks ( see col. 10, lines 20-30). Refer to fig. 19, a share switch 1910 
receives packet A from root complex 1902 (col.26, lines 5-10; receiving from a first blade server 
a first packet). Switch 1910 uses information in the packet A, performs a table lookup to 
determine which of the target downstreams controllers 1912, 1914 or 1916 the packet A is 
transmitted to (see col.26, lines 10-15; determing whether one or both of at least a second blade 
server of said plurality of blade servers and a network is to receive said at least first packet); and 
transferring data responsive to said received at least said first packet to one or both of said 
determined at least said second blade server at a negotiated rate ( see col.26, lines 20-26; switch 
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1910 routes packet A to controller 1912) and said determined network at a second data rate ( to 
ethernet networtk 1920). 

Petty et al. does not disclose negotiating a data rate for transfer of data between said first 
blad server and at least said second blade server. Bottom et al. discloses in fig.lA, col.3, lines 
32-65; a modular server system 100 ( a server platform) comprising switch blade 120 ( switch 
blade) and a plurality of blade servers 110 connected via midplane 170. The switch blade 120 is 
capable of 10/100 base-T auto-negotiating between 16 blade servers 1 10 ( rate negotiating from 
first rate to second rate and vice versa between said first blade server and said second blade 
server ). Further, the switch blade 120 also performs network switching between server blades ( 
see col.8, lines 30-38). 

With the teachings of Bottom above, it would have been obvious to use the switch blade 
120 with 10/100 Base-T auto-negotiation capability into Pettey so that the packet transmission 
between blade servers can be negotiated accordingly and prevent congestion. 

*In claims 2, 3, 12, 13, 22 and 23, Petty et al. discloses transferring at least a second 
packet comprising at least a portion of said at least said first received packet to said second blade 
server via a common bus at said negotiated data rate (see col.26, lines 22-27; transmitting packet 
B to Fibre channel controller 1914 at negotiated data rate). 

*In claims 4, 5, 14, 15, 24 and 25, Petty et al. discloses receiving a third packet from the 
network at a second data rate (see col.26, lines 5-25, from root complex 1902, packet C is 
transmitted to switch 1910 for delivered to infiniband controller 1916). 
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*In claims 6, 7, 16, 17, 26 and 27, Petty et al. disclose transferring data responsive to the 
third packet to the third blade server at a newly negotiated data rate ( transmitting packet G from 
infmiband 1916; col.26, lines 60-65). 

*In claims 8, 18, 28, Petty discloses transfering a fourth packet to said network via a 
network interface at a second data rate ( see col.26, lines 5-27; transmitting packed C from root 
complex 1902 via switch 1910 to infmiband network 1924) 

*In claims 9, 10, 19, 20, 29 and 30, Petty et al. discloses broadcasting a plurality of 
packets over the network at a second data rate ( transmiiting packets A, G from root complex 
1902 and 1916 to ethernet 1920). See fig. 19. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

King et al. ( US pat. 7,174,375 B2); 
Garnett et al. ( Us pat. 7,032,037 B2); 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hanh Nguyen whose telephone number is 571 272 3092. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:30 to 4:30. The examiner can 
also be reached on alternate 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lynn feild, can be reached on 571 272 2092. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Hanh Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2616 



